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H1U..AROCC i liBRAKY 
\ Fr.v.l 

T? 1 BEQUEST^" 



DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSKTfS, TO WIT : 

District Cierk'* Q^ 

BE rr REMBMB2RED, that M tKe thirtrenth day ot Januarj, A. IX 1833, in the 
forty tevench year of the Independebee of the United Scatn of Aromca. John D* Dyer, 
of the Mid Diitriet, hai depesiied in this Office the title of a book, the right whereof he 
tlaimt at Proprietor, in the wordt foUomini;, to roit x 

Report of the Trial of Mr. John N. Mailltt, before a Conneil of Mioittera, of the Me- 
thodise Epiceopal Church, conrened in fioston,- December, 80, 1822. 

** Attht mouth of two roifnetMf or three witnetore, ohall he that it worthy of death be put 
fo death; but at the mouth of orut witnatt he ohall not be put to €ledlh.**^Law of Gm/.— 
Venu 17. 6. 

•* He that ruleth over men must bejustt ruling in tftefear of God^*-^iang ^ Israel — 
2, Sam, t3t 3. 

In conformity to the Act of the Conffreti of the United Stttet, entitled ** An Act for 
the Encouragement of Laarnini^. by lecurin^ th? Copiet of Mapi, ^harti and Books, to 
the Aotbort and Proprietors of fiich eopSei. during tlie time therein mentioned :** aitd z!io 
to an Act ''ntitled, ^ An Act supplementary to an Aet, entitled An Act for the Encourage* 
ment of Learning, by securing of Maps, Charts and Books, to the Authors and Prupri' 
etoTS of such copies during tlie times th«|¥in mentioned ; and extending tlie benefits there- 
of to the Artt of JDesfgtiing, EDgraviog and Etching Historical, and other Prints/* 

JOHN W' DAVIS. 
Ckrk «/ tJtff District of MauaehuHtit, 






PREFACE. 

It is proper to observe, that Mr. Maffitt did not come to this* 
country, either as a preacher, or a privtite membei^ of the Church* 
He was received hito the Methodist Society in New-York, as a 
probationer, for six mbnths; and gradually progressed, till he Was 
admitted on trial in the itinerant connexion, at the last adoual 
conference. We hate, therefore, nothmg to do With What he did 
at the Isle of May, or before he came to this (iountry. 

When the statements in the Galaxy were published, a committee 
was sent by the Church in Boston, to Providence, to make inquiry. 

Reported^ they found nO evidence of the f(icts, though they saw 
marks of imprudence. Before Ihat report was presented to the 
official members of the Church, the complaint was entered, by a: 
gentleman, not a member of the Church, nor by its. authority. In- 
dividuals, however, encouraged him to commence the proseca 
fion. 
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REPORT. 



MEMBERS OF THE COtlXClL, 



EDWARD HYDE, PresidenL 

D.FILLMORE, Secretary. 

.fOHN BRODHEAD, 
ELIJAH HKDDING, 
PHtNEAS PECK, 
LEONARD FROST, 



EPHRAIM WILEY, 
S. W. WILSON, 
DANIEL FILLMORE; 
JESSE FILLMORE. 



in this trial we proceed on the following rule. Discipline, pag^ 
ol,S'l St. edition. 

'^ Quest. I. What shall be done when an elder, deacon, or preach- 
er, is under report of being guilty of sonU crime^ expressly forbid- 
den in the word of God, as an unchristian practice, sufficient to 
exclude a perison from the kingdom of grace and glory? 

'' Answer. Let the presiding elder, in the absence of a bishop, 
call as many travelling ftiinister^ as he .shall think fit, at least 



-.-*?'• 



*j 



... * 



i -::.x.«>' 



three : and it* possible bnog the accused and accuser face to face. 
If the person be clearly coi*victed, he shall be suspended from all 
official service in the chiircb, till the enstting annual conference ; 
at which his case shall be fully considered and determined." 

For the information of sot&e £)f ottr readers, we would obse/ve, 
that if a preacher be. expelled according to this rule, he will net b« 
received by the Methodists, id -Any part of the world ; and sucb ar-e 
our regulations, tbat information of his fate to our people generally 
would soon be 'communicated. . 

We wish to have it distinctly underwood that in this trial, we 
take only the evidence received in court. As the printed reports 
of that trial are in many respects incorrect, particularly with regard 
to tbe testimony, we have collected it in part fjrom other soupceSy 
and taken pains to get it as correct as possible. 

Before enteritig upon the charges against Mr. Maffitt, we think 
it rig^t to state, tbat, as most of the alleged transactions are said to 
lKi4re taken place between Mr. Maffitt and Mr. Alexander Jones, jun. 
when no other person was present, on all the points on which they 
testl&ed differently when- under oath, we consider there is no evi- 
denct;. Tbe one was witness for the state ; the other was witness^, 
in partat^kas/t, for bis own character ;. to support charges of wbidi 
he himself was the author; some of them being secrets, which he 
swore he had received in conlidence. 

But some things appeared in court, which, in onr opinion, very 
much lessen the credibility of the testimony of Mr. Jones. 

First^ When he was endeavouring to make it appear that Mr. 
Maffitt said he had no belief in Cbristianity, Jones stated in sub- 
stance as follows : — " 1 did not understand Mr. Maffitt to mean that 
he was an infidel." Again he says, " I cannot say what induced 
him to say this. I thought it was to shaw he wi^s above the vul- 
gar prejudice of belief in Christianity." This last is a complete? 
infidel idea, a common-place infidel cant, which free-thinkers hack- 
ney almost from one end <>fthe woF(d to the other. Now, if Mr. 
Jones believed that Mr. Maffitt meant to show, that he was abova 
the vulgar prejudice of believing in Christianity, how could he 
suppose that he did not meae to signify be was an infidel ? 

Stconclly^ When Mr. Jones was gravely telling the court and ju- 
ry, that Mr. Maffitt laughed at certain religious exercises, he said^ 
'''• And I laughed with him ;" or, " We laugh(>d together." W^c se- 
riously suspect, that a man of Mr. Jones' religious pretensions, who 
would join in a laugh about subjects of this nature.^ would be apt 
to think that another laughed, whether be did or did not. 

Thirdly^ Mr. Jones declared that Mr. Maffitt" said he did not read 
the scriptures !" Every one who knows Mr. Maffitt, or has fre- 
c[uently, heard him preach, must know, that if Mr» M. said so he 
lold a falsehood. An(i it appears to us altogether improbable, 
(supposing Mr. M. ever so great a hypocrite.) tbat he would tell 
so foolish a, lie as this, when its direct tendency was to injure hio:- 
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Fourtldy^ When Mr. Jon^s was under oath to tell the tnitb, t&i^ 
Whole truth, and nothing but the truth, relating to the cause then 
pending, he appears to us to have shown an inclination to wander 
from every thing relating to the cause, to tell a great many silly 
stories, merely to make Mr. M. appear ridiculous. One of those 
was about the girl in Connecticut. This silly tale, as Mr. Jone» 
said Mr. Maffitt related it to him, was.no evidence of guilt in Mr. 
Maffilt, but rather an evidence of virtue: If this circumstance 
ever happened to Mr. M.,he might have been as innocent as Joseph, 
was in the hobse of PoftpAar. See Gen. xxix. 12. But for fear 
the story would not tend to hurt Mr. Mailitt, witness muSt say, re- 
specting that part of it which went toshowMr. M'.'s innocence, **"{ 
do not believe him ;" or, " I doubted it.'* What could have been 
' Mr. J.'s motive in relating this story, bnt to give it such a turn as 
to convince the jury that Mr. M. wais a bad man, without stating 
any fact to support that idea? 

Fifthly^ Mrs. Merritt testified, in substance as follows : " Mr» 
Jones, jun. said he knew nothing against Mr. M. except from re- 
port. It was after I hearU the reports prejudicial ta Mr. Maffitt, 
and aftei* 1 had undei^tOod Mr. Jones had turned agarinst him.'' 
To us it appears, Mrs. Merritt would not be more likely to mistake 
in this, than Mr. Jones would in any of the stories he told about 
Mr. Mafhf. Mr. J.'s account of the message he left with Mrs. 
Merritt for her husband, that it was, he did not wish to disclose se- 
crets which he had received of Mr. M. in confidence, seems alto- 
gether uninteUigible. For, if we do not mistalte, his own story 
plainly shows that he bad disclosed these confidential secrets 
before; and even made them very public. And if so, why afraid 
to tell Mr. Merritt of them* ? 

Sixthly^ When Mr. Jones related the story of Mr. Maffitt's saying 
*• God bless brother Jones," or, '* God bless brother Alexander,'* 
he said, '^ 1 replied, ironically, God bless brother Maffitt." Did 
he say so ironically ? Then he did not desire a blessing on his 
brother. This looks to us like taking the name ef God in vain. 
These words are a form of prayer. And if a man will pray for a 
blessing on his feMow-beiog, and at the same* time desire some- 
thing different, and thus profane the name of his Maker, we can 
put but very littlo confidence in any thing he says, let him say it 
in what form he will. 

By the preceding observations, we do not mean to say, that we 
believe Mr. Jones intended to jitate what he knew to be false ; but 
in many things he said Mr. Maffitt told him, there might easily 
have been a misunderstanding; and his apparent high excitement 
against Mr. M. might have made many things appear differently 
to his own mind, when under oath, from what they were in fact, 
when they occurred. 

Here we would remark, that it has been said, Mr. Maffitt also 
made some incorrect statements before the court. But to this we 
rejjly^ several of Mr. M.'s answers to questions proposed to him. 






fkte mi stnteJ correctly in Mr. B.'d pamphlet : PaKicularly, hi?f 
answers respecting his business io Ireinnd — his book — and his 
application for liberty to preach in New-York. Several of the 
members of t|ie Council being present when those questions were 
proposed and answered, discovered at the time, that some of theni 
were not perfectly understood by Mr. Maffitt, and that some of his 
answers Were not' understood by the gentlemen who proposed the 
questions ; as they related to ctitirch tisages. with which those 
|;entleraen were not acquainted*. And those members of the 
Council did. not' discover any contradictions in Mr. M.^s answers. 
But his story throughout, appeared to them to be a simple and 
honest relation of facts. ' 

But, admitting Mr. .Jones t6'&e entitled to equal credit with Mr 
Mafiitt, we say again, on all the points od which they contradicted 
each other, and respecting' which there was no other testimony,' 
one oath destroyed the other, and there was nothing proved. 

Some of those points are the following: — Mr. Jones stated, that 
•Mr^Maffitt said, " I have no belief iil Christianity." — '^ He said 
he was inclined to laugh in his sleeve," &c.— " He replied, he 
felt a contempt for thoe^ persons in his heart." — " He said, if he' 
wishied devilment," &c. 

Wc do not believe any of these statements ; there is' no evi- 
dence to support them ; and we d<> not think any man has a right 
to believe them. • " 

in examining the tcharges against Mr. Miaffitt, we think it proper 
fo consider them in the order in which they were stated by the 
Hon. Judge, in his charge to the jury, viz. 

J [These charges are, 

I, Falsehood. 2. Inlldelit}'. 3^; Beti*aying Confidence. 4. Ridi- 
culing persons coming to the altar. 5. Lousc, light, and lascivious 
conduct. 

1. Falsehood. 1. In first denying that he had preached other mer^i 
sermons, and then confessing it. 
. 2. In denying that he had beeira tailor, and then ad- 
mitting it. 
As to the denial of preaching other men's sermons — it rests chiefly, 
if not solely, on the testimony of Alexander Jpnes, jun. In stating 
this, as in statihg every other part of the evidence, which I shall 
recapitulate, 1 shall confine myself merely to its material points, 
without referring to time, manner, character of witness, or any 
other circilmstatices. My single object being tu draw your atten- 
tion to those great features of the evidence, and the principles 
resulting from them, which ought t6 arrest your attention. 

* We h^ve since received informHlion from the printer of Mr. M.'s book, 
confirming his statements relating to that affair. 

t These charges had been pabiishecl against Mr. Maffitt, by the author of 
the alleged libel*, and he attempted to prove them in tiis o\vu justification. 

f The parts enlcosed io brackets, are quoted froip the jiidgc^s charge:; 



Qn this poiht, Jones says, that '^ suspecting what he had bear4 at 
North Providence to be Wi^ilker's serraon, he acciifeed Maflitt of 
preaching it ;-^that hi^ reply was, that he had used the thouglU on- 
ly,^^ Jones testifies^.that on examining Walker's sermon, he had no 
donbt'^ that he had used the whole of itke iniroduciipn of ike sermon^ 
withmit alteration^ and that he thought he had used the whole jser- 
inoD, only interlarding it with thoughts of his^wn." — that he again, 
at a Mr. Wilsons, charged him with it. fie then Allowed^ that he had 
repeated a 'part of it — but had dotie it " himgiinghf^ (his own expres- 
.sion) ^'because he liad committed it imperfectly*^'' Mr MaffittVac- 
^coqnt of the matter is, that he *' used only the divisions and s^tshdivi^ 
sions of Walker^ thothe never committed a sermon to memory in his 
Ufe^ that he never fead one of fVdlkerh through in his life^ that 
he preached frofn heads^ not from memory ^ 

On this point, you* will consider, whether here is necessarily any 
contradiction — whether Jones may not have been mistaken. \Vlie- 
iber the fact is sufficient to justify such a charge of falsehood, as 
the publication contains.] 

Mr. Jopes further stated, that it was about six weeks after hear- 
ing Mr. Maffitt's serinon that be examined that of Mr, Walker, 
and thought he discovered the resemblance between them. Here, 
certainly, wad time enough for Mr. Jones to forget many things 
relative to Mr. M.'s sermon, and for mistakes to be made sufficient 
to lead us to conclude, ihat there was no intentional falsehood. 
Most that Mr. Jones states on this poipt, he tells the court he 
*' THOUGHT !"—l^e might think so, and yet be under a mistake. 
After six weeks, he might ^' think'' he heard Mr. M.use Walker'i* 
introduction, and some other sentences, and yet it might be only a 
think so. Mr. M., as he allows, might have taken two manuscript 

Eages, on a half sheel of letter paper, Which was evidently what 
e intended it) his statement under oath, and that might have been 
only what he calls the skeleton ; — i. e. the divisions and subdivisions 
which he had but imperfectly committed. Besides Mr. Jones al- 
lows Mr. M. nev-er denied making «ome use of Walker's sermon. 
The only difference between them is, in the quantity, for which 
difference we have already accounted. 

As we suppose that, by the word " /a/«6^oo<i," the Hon. Judofe 
means, a lie ; i, e. n designed falsehood ; it appears to us to be a re- 
proach on the common sense of mankind, to suppose, that in all 
these stories abput the sermons, there was any evidence to support 
that fact. 

[The second speciiicatioa under this head of Falsehood, is, his 
attempt, as it is termed," to sink the tailor." That is, denying 
that he had heen a tailor ; and afterwards admitting it. 
. Jones, testifies, that he asked Maffitt "if he had never been a 
itailor;"— He replied, " i Acre never been a tailor^ more than xi 
play actor^ and I have never been a play actor^ in any woyV 
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Alexander Jones, the elder, testifier, — that " Maffitt told hiniy t!hat 
ie had not been a tailor ; — that he was neithfir a play actor^ nor, a 
tailor ; nor ever had been one or the other V 

Joshaa B. Wood, testifies, " I had heard he had been a tailor and 
a play actor. Maffitt stated to me he had been neither.^ 

Thus much for the denial. 

As to the fact of his havingf been a tailor. You have the testi- 
mony of McElroy. He says, *' / worked for him in DMin^ eight 
years ago^ he was a master taiior,^ had a shop of his owri' I was his 
journeyman. He paid me himself.^ 

You will consider this testimony of McEIroy, in connexion with 
that of Motley — who swears that McElroy^ told him a different 
story ; viK.^—ihat he^ Maffitt^ was in the employ of his mother^ in his 
father'' s shop^ and was not a tailor^ only managed the business^ and the ' 
accounts^ and b^)ks. 

Jones, jr. testifies, that Maflttt on his second visit to Providence, 
asked him what '' 1 understood him to s6y in relation to his being a 
tailor, I replied — that he had denied it to w«, and my sisters^ ana a 
hundred of others. Maffitt allox^ed that he had so denied it.^^ Maffitt 
/ then asked me — " How a man could be a tailor^ if he had not been a 
journeyman ; that though he had worked at it^ he did not deem him- 
self a tailor.^'* I replied, " It wa^ a prevarication ; and would not 
he received by the people ; that it would have been more honourable 
for him to have acknowledged it." ' 

Mr. Maffitt's account of the matter, is — thai he Had " been troubled 
frequently by such sort of inquiries ; — had determined not to answer 
them^ and used such sort of expressions as a man would naturcftly^ in 
a case^ he did not choose to answer^ and which he thought imperii" 
nent-^that as to the fact—he wa^'not feared a journeyman tailor^ 
that his father wa% a master tailor^ that he had taken care of hi^ 
shop^ and kept his books, that when he came to New York^ he had. 
worked at it^for a livelihood. But that he did not consider himself 
as having ever been, properly speakings a tailor^ ^ 

This the court^nderstands to be the substance of Mr. Ma£Gp^^ 
explanation. ^ 

Whether it is satisfactory, the jury must judge. The charge 
comes under the -head of Falsehood. The sufficiency of the cir- 
cumstances, in which Mr. Maffitt was placed, to Justify such a denial^ 
it is the province of the jury to decide.] 

To make out that Mr. M. was guilty of fal^hood in what he 
stated ^relative to the tailor, it should have been proved that he 
was a tailor in the sense in which he understood the word. And 
evidence of this we have .not perceived. If lye have no establishr 
ed^definition'of the word tailor, we have no right to force one upon 
his use of the word, which he does not admit. 

That by a tailor, ^he means a persen who has learned the trade 
in the usual way, and is in full possession of it, is evident from the 
whole account; this, probably, being the sense in which the word 
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iS tinderstood ia his own country. And we perceive do attempt id 
prove that he was such. When he was almost daily assailed with 
this question, ^^ are you a tailor ?^' It appears to us he could not, 
with his idea of a tailor, say ^^ I am,'' without telling a falsehood. 
And if he had answered, *^ I tried to work in New York," then, 
to gratify inquisitive people, he must relate the whole story of his " 
misfortunes, which drove him to the necessity of trying to work at 
the trade. Now, to he frequently under the necessity of doing 
this, must he very painful to any man. This circumstance ought 
to be considered some excuse, for his sometimes omitting to relate 
tlie wholie truth. 

Taking Mr. McEIroy'« testimony in donnexion with that of Mr. 
Motley's, it doies not prove any more than Mv. MafBtt allows. 

All the evidence we^ have then, that Mr. M. is a tailor, is his 
own confession. And we leave it to a candid public to say, whether 
all Mr. M. allows respecting directing the concerns of a tailor's 
shop in Dublin, trying to work in New York, to procure bread, and 
failing of getting a living by it, constituted him a tailor in the 
sense in which he understood* the word. Mast a man's words be 
screwed and twisted to make him appear to say, what he does not 
mean ? Is this candor ? Is it judging as we should be willing to be 
judged ? Let any man be a stranger in a country, with whbsc 
manners he is unacquainted; let him be pursued from town to 
town, and from state to state ; let him be impertinently questioned 
by people of all desgriptiohs, on almost all subjects ;— let him be 
watched by a thousand jealous eyes, and let him be beset by a 
thousand malignmnt tongues ; and would he be sure to escape with- 
out saying what his enemies might choose to call prevarication, or 
even falsehood ? 

In view of all these things, we believe Mr. Maffitt is not guilty 
of this charge. 

[The second charge, is, iotidelity 5 — or disl^elief, or want of be- 
lief in the Christian religion. 

^Alexander Joiies, jr. testi6es, — that, on a certain occasion, "Mr. 
Maffitt'used expressions that conveyed to his mind that Ae disbeliev- 
ed in the Christian religion^ or had no belief in Christianity. The^e 
last I suppose tobe the true words, I told him, I suspected it was 
so, and at his request, gave him a list of several works, such a* 
Paley's evidences of Christianity, and the like, for the purpose 
of aiding his belief. These facts were indelibly impressed on my 
mind, because they led to ap entire revolution in my mind," says 
Mr. Jones, " in relation to Mr. Maffitt's chtiracter." 

On being cross-examined, Mr. Jones said that — the idea he re> 
Ceived, was, that " Christianity^ itself was not his belief. I dm sure 
it had no reference ia particular doctrines^ the idea was^ not thai hs, 
was an infidel, but thai he had no evide.tce of the truth of Christianity. 
•« — that is — Ao argument, in his own inimL whidi convinGcd hitn of iti 
ftutky 
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Mr. Maffitt's account of lliis matter is — that he had a great con^ 
lidence in Mr. Jones; — that under its influence he had acknowl- 
edged the tca»ptations and doubts, and serious trials under which 
his mind labouredy such as' the worhl did not know — I acknowl- . 
edged to him my disbeliet in particular doctrines ; but never that I 
disbelieved^ or had no belief in Christianity itself. 

The general explanation of Mr. Maffitt as ooderstood hy the 
Court, is, that, aithoiis^h he might have used-tJie expression that 
he had no belief in Christiauilt/ — that his idea was ^^ no perfect be- 
hief'* — that is as the court; apprehends hi» explanation "• no belief 
perfect^ in both species of evidence^'''' that is — evidence remlting from 
the operation!, of divine gr'ace^ and evidence resulting from the argu- 
ments of human reason. That it Was the last, in which he felt and 
acknowledged himself deficient ; and thel'cfore wanted-to become 
acquainted with writers on that subject. 

The other fact from which Mr. Maffitt's infidelity in'Ghristianity 
is attempted to be deduced is, from what he said concerning his 
discourse with certain ladies of Mr. Edes^ congregation, wht)^ came 
to inquire of him touching the doctrine of the Trinity.— Mr. Jones 
te3tifies that Mr. Maffitt said to him, '^ I knew nothing about the 
doctrine^ — / had preached against it ; — but thai I had hatch^— or 
patched up smnc reasons.^ and they believed m«-" 

Mr. Maffitt's account is — that when those ladies came, I told 
him " that I had donbta about the doctrine, but that 1 gave them 
what reasons I could." , . 

Concerning both these you'will consider the time, circumstances, 
manner of the conversation, and consider, whether Mr. Maffitt's 
explanation he, or be not sufficient, and satisfactory. 

The confession is very extraordinary, considered as made by a 
clergyman to a clergymati, and will therefore require your very 
particular consideration, to all its aspects.] 

yVe believe Mr. M. never allowed that he tised the words Mr. 
Jones says he did, viz. " I have no belief in Christianity." 

And, respecting that point, one oath, destroys the other, and 
there is no evidence to support a belief that he did use that phrase. 

And, what reason is there for believing he did use it? If he 
were \\ good man, and understood the literal meaning of .the 
phrase, ho would not use it; if he were a hypocrite, he would not 
'expose himself by declaring his infidelity^ But admitting Mr. M. 
Conveyed the idea the Court understood Mr. Jones to say he re* 
ccived ;— viz. " The idea was, not that he was an infidel, but that 
he had no evidence of the truth of Christianity, i. e. " No argu- . 
inent, in his own mind, which convinced him of its truth." Allow- 
ing these statements to be correct, Mr. Maffitt might have believed 
Christianity from tradition as children do, or from the operations 
of divine grace on his o,wu mind, as thousands of illiterate Christ- 
iiun; do; though he was not convinced by the arguments divines 
use to support Christianity against infidelity ; because he had them 
not in his own mind 
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' *Now, what is proved ? Why, not that Mr. M. is an iinhelie'ver^ 
i)ut, that he is not a learned divine ! Relating to what Mr. M. said 
of the doctrine of the Trinity, though it is an article of faith in 
onr charch, we do not think it an nnpardonable sin in a man to be 
beset with doubts respecting it. And if, with regard to that point, 
he be not a decided unbeliever, we should flot suppose it a crirae 
in him, to endeavor te satisfy an inquiring mind by the best art^u- 
meuts he could offer. 

When we consider that Mr. M.^iasbecn several years, publicly 
preaching the gospel, and in -the mo^t confident and unequi-v oca I man- 
ner, both in public, and in private, professing his faith in ChrisLian- 
ity ; not even a rumour reaching us from nny other person, that Mr. 
M. ever gave the /€asf intimation that he hadno belief in Christian- 
ity ; it is to us strange and intredibie^ that he should make this 
communication to Mr. Jones. Why should he select Mr. J. from 
the thousands ef his other acquaintances, as the only man to whom 
he would unbosofB the &e<^rets of his soul, and make thi& horrible 
confession? 

Was he not a preacher of the gospel? Did he not depend on 
that profession^ for the support of himsealf and family ? Supposing' 
him to be an infidel, did he not know that revealing the sfoi'ets of 
iiis heart,' would blast all his prospects, and sink him into degrada* 
tion and wretchedness ? Now, is it probable, that *vith all these 
things before his eyes, Mr. M. made this confession? No— sup- 
posing him to be eV%r so great 'a hypocrite^ he was not so great 31 
fool. 

From the above it appears that, .we do not believe Mr. ?.I"(:.ffit4^ 
has confessed he was an infidel. 

. [The third charge is-^Betraying of confidence. Mr. Jones tes- 
tifies, that on a certain Occasion Mr. Maffttt said •• he /tad something 
to tell me^ which I must promise not to tell. He said Mrs. — ^— : — 
has been talking very much against your family. In conseqncnco 
of what Mr. Maffitt told me, I warned my sisters against going to 
her liouee, without telling the author of my information. Mr. 
Maffiti told me that he had promised Mrs, -^ not to mention 
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what she told him on the honotir of an Irishman.'*'' 

■ Mr. Maffitt's account of the affair i.s— thrit Mrs. ^ 

«wni« som^ censorious remarks on the 7nanfi,eY of Mr. ,J ones'' sisters 
emiduct towards him,, had made hiip promise not to divulge vVhat she 
had said. He thouglvt, however, it was his duty to warn the latlicft 
against her, and took ^hat mode without telling aU the particulars of 

Mrs. r conversation. 

On this point the Jury will consider, whetheir Mr. Maffitt's ac- 
count is, or is not, a justification. It is in substance, that he did not 
divulge the whole, but only so much as would efl'ectually put the 
young ladies on their guard.] 

In this charge, we apprehend, the- phrase " betraying co^fi- 
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<ienc6," meaDS an immora) act; — a disclosure of iacts which oc^^ 
not to be revealed. In this sense we jndge Mr, Maffitt is botguiltj'. 
Nevertheless Mrs. C. ought not to have made these communica- 
tions, and Mr. M. ought not to have listened to them ; and after he 
had erred in hearing them, he , should not have promised secrecy 
concerning them. Afterwards, when he thought it necessary tq 
make communications to any one i of the faniily of Mr. Jones, by- 
way of caution, he should not have done it, till he bad first given 
Mrs. C. information of such 'intentk)n. Therefore, we jijidge it our 
duty to admonish him of his imprudence in this affair. 

[The fourth charge is— Ridiculing persons coming to bis altar. 

Alexander Jones, jr. testifies that '* Mr. Maflitt was in the prac- 
tice of calling up persons to the altar — that on one occasion, Mr. 
Joseph S. Martin,'a respectable merchant of Providence was affect- 
ed to tears ; — ^that Mr. Mafiitt said to him," (Jones) '^ that he 
laughed in his sleeve^ uhtn such sober men as Joseph S. J^lartin^ 
felt any thing from what he sairf."— On being cross-examined, he 
states, that^*" /ji.s distinct impression wasthat^ Jlr- M&ffUt having 
no belief himself ^ laughed injiis slejsve to think he could affect^ by 
his preachings such a man as Mr. Martin?'^ 

Mr. Maffitt's account of the conversntion is — That what he ex- 
pressed fuas hU surprise that a man so youns and so little gifted 
with worldly knowledge^ as he was stnsiple he tras, could affecf 
such a man, so old and intelligent as Joseph €. Martin. 

These arfe the facts, how far they support the charge, how far 
they are faijrly explained away, the jury are the judges.] 

• All that Mr. Jones asserts on this pointy Mr. j^Iaffitt denies. 
vThere is no other lyitness. Both were under oath ; and if we were 
to admit that one is entitled to as much credit as the other, nothing 
is proved. Of this crime we dp jnot believe Mr. Maffitt i^ guilty. 

[I'he fifth charge is — loose, light ap^ lascivious behaviour. 

This charge iis said by the cotmsel for^the government « to be a 
fair itiference from the first and last paragraph ot the publication. 
The counsel for the defendant deny there is .^ny such fair infer- 
ence. ■■■ • V •• 

It is the duty of the jury to consider whether from the language 
of those paragraphs such a charge is fairly to be inferred. The 
rule in sucl^ cases is — that th^y shall take the terms, according to 
their tiatqrai meaning — straining nothing— omitting npthing — sup- 
plying nothing. \ 

If $(|ch charge be faii^ly to be if|ferred, the jjiry will then con 
sider, what there is in the evidence to justity it. You recollect 
that evidence. It is of a nature, which, as it must impress itself 
r-pon your memories, the court, considering its character, does not 
choose formally to rocapitulate. 

The other charges the jufy will easily collect from the publica- 
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4ioa, and thoj' cannot fail also to recoUeci the eri^^nce on one tuie« 
Siui the ezplaoatioa, oo the other,, without any aid from the court. 
They will also ta|Le into their confide ration any corroboratory, or 
contradictory, evidence, 09 jhe one «ide or ihe other, tiioqgb iioi 
ooticed in this cbarj^e. 

The coQOuct of tf r. Ma£^, to certain ^oung ladies, seeflas to have 
given great ipuspicion and anxiety to their brother; — none at 
ail to their father, mother, or hrother-in^aw — Was their blindness, 
infatuation in them 2 Or bis fears, jealousy in him ? 

As 60 mo(^i of the defence, and somuch of the reply to it, on the 
part of the government has depended 00 the testimony of Mr. Alex- 
ander Jones, jun. on one side, and of Mr.&iafiitt on the other, it is 
the duty of the jury ca^efullyj and severely to criticise their re* 
.spective merits, motives, character, and oredibilily as far as can 00 
gathered from what has been testified concerning each, from what 
appears on the stand, and from the nature of their respective te;>ti- 
mony. If any thing tend to strengthen, or weaken, the just crcdi-r 
hiiity of either^ you are )to give it its due weight.] 

This charge is undonbledly, considered the pfiost detrimeplal to 
ihe character and intloence of Mr. Maffit^ of the whole. AfMJ 
where is the proof in support of it ? Not a particle has been pro- 
duced, unless the ^picionandjefilou$y oft^U. Jones, jun. be taken 
for evidence. 

Mr. Maffitt was repi^pacbed with procuring two young ladiet to 
voauh with hitn during fiig pretended sickncAS^ . and ^ntrivin^ to send 
one of them out of the chamber^ that he might he left alone uiiih ihc 
other. Though, probably, the parents of tiie two youusc iiadit^s dt* 
^ected then^ to watch with Mr. M. in his sickness; — though it Was 
proved^ (and not denized by Mr. M.) that the two young ladies did 
watch with hiin ; — there was no one pretended to bear testimony 
that Mr. M. proaired those ladies to watch with hi|n. Though one 
of the ladies went put of the room to obtain medicine, and the 
other remained in the room, no one had the boldness to say Mr. 
M. contrived to tend one, of them out of the roonij or had bny thing to 
do with sending her out. Much less was it proved, that Mr. M. 
sent her out for the purpo$e of helag left alone with the other. 
Every one must i^nofv, that these insinuations against Mr. M. were 
Ciilculated to midfe him appear to the public as one of the basest 
of mankind ! pretending to be sick, that he might have an oppor- 
tunity to accomplish one 0/ the most shameful purposes ! AihI yet 
to support those abptiumme slanders, no one has ever stated a sin- 
gle fact. 

It was intimated to the public, ia a fonn of words, which would 
be understood as a positive assertion, that Mr. M. had ** Coaxed 
a young lady to look in his face, and sing, ^ Come to my heart thou 
stricken deer.' " ^^ Coaxed,^'* that is, wheedled, flattcrtd. but 
what is the evidence that Mr. M. did*tlus ? Mr. A. Jones, jun. was 
permitted to swear as iblloivs : — *^ One of my sisters complained 
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te me, that Mr. M. had requested her to look in his ikc^, aud iin^^^^ 
lire* The attorney for the defendant, bemg also permitted to 
jgroand a part of his plea on this testimony, appears to have consi? 
dered it evidence in point, and draws a powerful argument from it 
to clear his client, by proving Mr, M. t^ be a lascivious character. 
The argument of the learned Counsel is as follows :— >^ And the 
looking in the face, the learned gentlen;ian was kind enough to 
prove for us, by drawing from the witness, by dintof cross-examin? 
nation, the declaration which hk heard from his bister.^' 

Whether this testimony had a mighty influence on the minds of 
the jury, in producing the verdict, or not, we have not yet been 
able to learn. Be that as it may, it is no evidence to us. For we 
have not been accustomed^ in Ecclesiastical Courts, to receive as 
evidence, what one says another told him. 

Of this charge Mr Maffitt is not guilty. 

We acknowledge Mr. M. has exhibited mournful evidences, of 
want of judgment and prudence; in sevenil of the events which 
have come under our consideration. He is also conscious of his 
imprudences, and has freely acknowledged them : and oa Chris- 
tian principles, we are bound to overlook them. 

But, imprudence is a very different thing from crime; especially 
from such intolerable crimes as those with which he has been 
charge^. 

If the jury were of opinion, that Mr. M. was guilty of such of 
the " allegations^ both in nature and number''^ as jostity the attack 
made on his character by the New England Galaxy, and that, in 
that attack, the '* motive was good^ and the end jmtifiahle ;" we 
leave them to account to the candid part of the public — to their 
own consciences — and to Him who searches the heart, for the evi- 
dence by which they formed that opmion. — Our judgments, and 
consciences, compel us to differ from them. 

TO THE COUNCIL. 

Boston^ December 28, 1822. 

Dear BuETHRErr, 

Although I affirm that I am not guilty of the crimes 
alleged against me, yet I confess there has been a great want of 
judgment in many things. This want of judgment, 1 impute, part- 
ly, to want Qf suitable knowledge of the manners of this country, 
and partly,, to my own inattention, and constitutional infirmities. 

I confess my conversation with reference to the use of Walker's 
Sermons, re^jpecting the tailor's business, and my conversation 
with Mrs. Crocker and the family of Mr. Jones, has been indis- 
creet. ^ 

I further confess, that my manners in some instances in company, 
have not been so serious as were suitable for a preacher of the 

* Compare this with that sistefs deposition in (he subfeqtient part of this 
pamphlet. 
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gospel. Relating to all these things, and to 3Xkf other instAndes 
wherein! have erred, I ask the forgiveness of God—of the Coun-^ 
cil» — and through them, the forgiveness of the church,- and of the 
public. 

Ami I am determined, by Divine assistance, to be 'moire watch- 
ful and prudent in future. 

JOHN NEWLAND MAFFITT. 

The Council, after a careful investigation of the testimony re-' 
ceived in court, on the several charges against Mr. Maffitt, on *thef 
28th of Dec. adjourned, ^ meet in Providence on the 31st at 2 
o'clock, P. M. 

The object of meeting in Providence, is to examine certain de- 
positions, given by persons in that place, some of which appeared 
in Mr. B's pamphlet; others, being exhibited in a public office in^ 
this city. 

EDWARD HYDE, President. 
DANIEL FILLMORE, Sec'y, 

Boston^ Dtcember 28, 1822, 

The Council met'in Providence, Dec. 31st, according to adjourn- 
ment. — Present, 

E. HYDE, Pres. E.^EDDING, 
J. FILLMORE, P. PECK. 

As all the*members of the Council could not attend, the following 
ministers were appointed by the President, to fill the vacancies, 
viz. 

TIMOTHY MERRITT, , LEWIS BATES, 
J. W. HARDY, FRANCIS DANE. 

* J. Fillmore, appointed secretary. 

Moved and voted, that the witnesses be requested to make oath 
of what they assort. 
STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, &c. 

PROVIDENCE ss. At the request of an Ecclesiastical Council 
convened at Providence, on the thirty first day of December, A. 
D. 1822, for the purpose of investigating certain charges, contained 
in certain Ex parte depositions, which have been published to the 
world, against Ihe character of the Rev. John N. Maffitt, the un- 
dersigned attended said Council, and in their presence, administer- 
ed an oath to each of the following named persons, viz. Mary 
Jones, Jane S. Jones, Harriot F. Chase, Eliza R. Wood, Rebecca 
S. Russell, Lydia Turpin, Wheeler Martin, John Mackie, Elijah 
Hedding, Timothy Merritt, Joseph S. Martin, who severally 
ffwore to the truth of the statepaents, contained in their several 
depositions hereunto annexed, and administered an affirmation to 
J. Fillmore who afiirmed the truth of his statement hereuqto an- 
nexed. 

Before me. 

W1LLL\M H. SMITH, Jcstick of i>he Peace. 
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I Harri6£ F. Chaise, wife of John B. Chase, of Provi(lcince,'do on 
6atb 9Ry thnt I heard Mr. J. N. Maifittask my sister Jane to look 
ip. bis £aceiaiid sing the song, ^^ Come rest in this bosom,'' 4*c. This 
happened iii the fore part of the evening. I am under the im- 
pression that 6ne other person was present. Mr« Maffittwas sit- 
ting on one side of me and my sister Jane on the other. 

I had bO id^a that Mr. Maflitt iiitended any thing indecent m: 
Hkiproper on that occasion. My sister had not commenced singing* 
ther song when Mr. M. asked her to look in his face, but was piny-' 
iog tbue symphony. I saw fUr, M. endeavour to look into my sis- 
ter's fece. Mr. Maffitt's face, when he leaned 6ver before me, and 
asked my sister to look in bis face, was about one yard oi* more,^ 
from. her. I ue^er hate said, or thought that I was under a mis- 
take^ with regard to this transaction. He said ^ look in my face,^' 
or " lookjq my eyes" I chnnot recollect which. 

There was no light in the roon^ at this time,' but the light from' . 
the entry shone oa to the piano forte,' where we were sitting, and 
on to us. . ' 

A- full Kght shone into the robib, which I shiiuld suppose was 
Sufficient to render the room a proper place for company to' sit t6- 
getber in.- The light proceeded from a larpp which was placed 
6n a table in the entry, and a light in the lant^rn^ ia the entry 
also, as far as 1 can^ I'ecollect. 

There is a part of the above soag^ where the hands must be 
crossed in playing. I could not think that Mr. Maffitt meai^t any 
thing improper by the question, ad I was present. The circum- 
^ance above mentioned, was^ not any objection in my mind to hear- 
ing Mr. M. plreach: or pray. I did hear him preach atlerwards. 

The questida to my sistei" struck nie unpleasant at the momenty^ 
but, 1 soon considered' that nothuig improper could be meant, as i. 
^as present, and another person, towards my sister. 1 never saw 
any thing in Mr. MaffittV conduct, towards my sistejr, that was im- 
proper, or indecent, at any time, nor towards any pther person. 

HARRIOT F. CHACE. 

I, Jane S. Jones, daughter of Alexand^ J6nes, of Providence/ 
^n oath say, that I well remember the circumstance of my playing' 
the piano, in company with my sister, Harriot F. Chase; and Mr.\ 
Maffitt, as stated by her. 1 diJnt remember that there' was any other 
person present. My sister sat between me and Mr M. 1 did' 
iM)t bear Mr. M. ever ask me to look in his face^and sing. 

I neVer thought th^t Mr. M. in looking in my face, nnd laughing 
at my playing as aboiTe mentioned, meant any thing- indelicate by 

it. 

I dont recollect of ever telling my brother A41exr. Mthat r. M- 
asked u\e to look in his face and sing. * 

I am a member of the Episfcopal Church, in Ibis town, of which 
Mr. Crocker is the pastor. I dontknow whether Mr. M. knew the 
words of the soog alluded to or not I should thmk he knew the 




l»bj€ct of the song. I aever have seen any thing improper in the. 
condckict of Mr. M. at s^ny time^ either ka a Christian .or a Christian 
minister. 

1 Kive seen him tean on the piano, and endearour to look in ray 
face, and laugh at the manner of crossing ray hands^ in playing the 
song alluded to. I do not remember that he did so, on the even- 
ing alluded to in particular. He would do this in a laughing' 
tnanner. 

JANE S- JONES. 



Here the reader is desired to coiripare these two depositions, 
and also to remark, that Mi^. Mafiitt tesjtitied in court, ^^ he had ne- 
ver asked the young lady to look in his face, and sing that song.'^ 
Comparing these three testimonies, it appear^ likely Mrs. Chase 
misunderstood Mr; Muf&tt; and we perceive no evidence of crime 
in this transaction^ 



The Council proceeded to consider the deposition of the Rev. 
Mr. Crocker of Providence. 

He swears as follows, ^^ At a prayer meeting in the methodist 
chapel, while a methodist clergyman from Bristol was earnestly 
engaged in prayer, or exhortation, (I think it was prayer) Mr. Maf- 
fitt came about half way up the broad aisle, and entered a pew< 
After glancing his eyes around the audience, he fastened them on a 
party of ladies in the gallery, behind whom I was sitting, and with 
a sentle bow of the head, kissed his hand^ and waved it to them.'*'* 

It was stated to the couooil, that two of its members had convers- 
ed with the Rev. Mr< Crocker, at two different times, and desired 
him to meet the council, together with Mrs. Crocker^ that they 
might be examined, relating to their depositions, implicating the 
character of Mr. Maffitt. 

As Mr. Crocker had not attended, it was voted, That Mr. J. B* 
Chase, a member of Mr. Crocker^s church, be desired to wait on 
Rev. Mr. Crocker and wife, and request them to meet the council 
to-morrow at 9 o'clock, A. M. 

Judge Wheeler M.artin, delivered a verbal reply from Rev. Mr. 
Crocker, viz. " That he would wait on any of the council in his 
study, or receive questions in writing, and answer them in the 
same manner.'' 

The council were of opinion, that nether of the above modes 
was the proper one ; considering Mr. Crocker volunteered* lo 
make oath, in the absence of. the party implicated. 



*The depooentjs in Provideoce were under no legal oblig^atton to depo.oe. 
^{ they had been under such obligation, accordin^^ to an act of tbcir itate, 
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, OBSERVATIONS. 

By kissing the hand, -and waving it to the ladies, every one 
would understand an act, which would be indecent for a Christiair 
Minister, any where, and, in the House of God, in the iifiie of 
prayer, abominable. But the circumstances mentioned in this de- 
position, render the story itself rather incredible. Two of the 
Couuciby in company with a friend, hare surveyed and measured 
the Meeting house. And from the best information they could ob- 
tain, Mr. Crocker was seated nearly, or quite fifty feet from Mr. 
Maffitt, when he saw the alleg-eil transaction. The meetiDg* proba- 
bly bein^ in the evening:, the lamp nearest Mr. M, was nearly, or 
quite thirty feet from biro. Mr. Crocker says he was sitting behind 
the ladies in the gallery. The gallery being very narrow, he must 
have been seated near the ladles ; they being nearly between him 
and Mr. Maffitt. 

Qiitries. How could Mr. Crocker know at that'distance^ wheth- 
er Mr^ Maffitt designed to how^ or accidentally made a gentle mo- 
tion with the head? How could he know whetherMr. M. fastened 
his eyes on the ladies, and not on the deponent ? and bowed to 
themy and not to him ? How could witness know, at that distance, 
whether Mr M* kissed his hand, and intended to threw that kiss ta 
the ladies, or whether by accident^ or habii^ he brought his hand 
near, or to his mouth, and made a motion with it without any de- 
sign 7 Did deponent hear the noise of Mr. M^s lips-, in making' 
that kisf^? If he heard such a noise, how could he swear it was 
made by Mr. M.- and not by some other person near him ? The 
reader is requested to answer these questions in his own mind, and 
tbeo proceed to the following depositions. 



I9 Rebecca 8.- Russell, of Frovidence,^ on solemn oath say that, I 
recollect seeing Mr.^ Maffitt come into the Melhodist chapel, with 
Ills eyes downcast^ and his hand placed at his lip . ia his manner 



they shoold have been swotd, or affirmed, " To testify the trath^ the wbole 
truth, »nd nothmg but the^rutb.^^ Instead of domg so, Justice Apliik io- 
forms us that, *^ the said deponents declined giving the testimony io their 
depositions any farther than they might respective'y choose,'^ to which Mi*. 
JIallet agreed. When suoh an arraugement as this, is made about oaths 
what confidence can a court, or the public put in them i If any of such 
witnesses desired to injure Mr. MafBlt, it is reasonable to suppose, that they 
would relate only such parts of the truth, as would be likely to accomplish 
that object. 

Justice Aplin says, ^*John N. Maffitt "was duly notified of the time and 
place of taking these depositions, but was not present.''^ But what if he 
were not present ? He was no.t a party in that cause. . 
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^hile (he Rev. Mr. Bonney* was at prayer. And 1 recollect th«l| 
ttev. Mr. Crocker, was also present, the same evening, in the gal- 
lery. And I saw Mr. M. step into Judge Martin's pew, and there 
remain, until prayer was over, and then |)roceed to the altar. 1 
«aw Mr. M. distinctly when he iirst entered the house, when in 
the pew, and while walking through the broad aisle, and saw noth- 
ing of his kissing or waving his hand, to any persons, in the gal^ 
Jery, or any other part ^ the Jiouse, neither did I see any air of 
the^ind. 

liEBECCA S. RUSSELL. 



1, Wheeler Martin, of Providence, in the county of Providence^ 
testify and 'say, that in the course of the summer, last past, one 
oreniftg, I attended a meeting at the Methodist chapel, in Provb- 
dence, which I think was ti prayer meeting, during the time that 
some one was atprayer, in the altar, the Reverend Jobn N, Mafiitt 
<^ame into the meeting house, in the broad aisle. 1 at that time, 
was standing on my feet, in my pew. No. 48, in the centre of the 
meeting house, on the seuth side of the aisde, with my face bein^ 
nearly in a north direction. Mr. Mailitt, came from the door at 
tlie west, and was agoing from the door, he entered to the east to- 
wards the pulpit, but came to my pew door, and I opened the door, 
and he came in, and said to me, I do not wish to disturb the nvoel- 
ing, or words to that import, and sit immedialoly down. 1 ro- 
mained standing up as beibre, until the person, who was in prayer, 
had got through. Mr- Maifitt immediately rOita from the seat iu 
the pew, wont int6 the altar, and continued the devotions of thf. 
evening. Mr. Mafiitt, when Im; came in, so soon as I descried him, 
had rather downcast eyes, and left the pew in the same way. 
during the time Mr. Maffitt was in my pew, and while I saw him 
in the aisle, I did not see him wave his hand, or make any bow to 
any one. 1 attended Mr. Maffitfs meeting at the Methodist chap- 
el, and elsewhere, durina; the several times he was in P:rovidenco, 
his conduct, during the time he preached in Providence, as far as 
I saw, his devotions, in preaching, praying, exhortaiion, and sing- 
ing, in a very solemn, and serious manner. AU the times that I 
attended the Methodist meeting, when Mr. Maditt preached, ex- 
horted, or prayed, i never knew hira to stop in the aisle, or in any 
•of the pews, when he was coming or goisg into the chapel, ex- 
-cept the time 1 have above said, buit I did not attend all his meetr 
ings at the chapeL 

WHEELER MARTIN. 



•ttcv. Mr. Bonney, was ike Methodist c1eigyma», stationed at that tini« 
in Bristol. 
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so 

1, Mary C. Smith, wife of Wrn. H. Smith, of Providcnec, on oath 
say, that I have seen an affidavit of the Rev. Nathan B. Crocker, 
DOW he/ore the public, which contains the following statement. 

" At a prayer meeting, in the Methodist ichapel, while a Meth- 
odist clergyman from Bristol, was earnestly engaged in prayer, Mr. 
Maffitt came about halfway up the broad aisle, and eHtered a pew. 
After glancing his eyes around the audience, he fastened them on 
a party of ladies, in the gallery, behind whom I was sitting, and 
ivith a gentle bow of the head, kissed his handj and waved it to 
them,^* 

Believing that the Rev. gentleman is mistaken in this statement, 
and perpeif ing that it is calculated to exhibit an individual, to tb^ 
world, in an extremely odious and ridiculous light, I esteem it my 
duty to state, that, at the meeting, and during the prayer, men- 
tioned by Mr. Crocker,' I entered the Methodist chapel, and ad- 
vancing about half way up the broad aisle, stepped partly into a 
pew, which appeared less extremely crowded than tne others. 
Soon afterwards, I law Mr. Maffitt pass into Judge Martinis pew^ 
which is situated in the broad aisle directly opposite the pew, 
where 1 stood, ^nd sat down, at the head of the pew. Observing 
that Mr. Maffitt immediately placed his hand to his forehead, and 
looked unwell, I noticed him more particularly, while he was in 
the pew, from the apprehension of a sudden, or increasing illness, 
by which the audience might be disappointed of hearing him, a 
circumstance which had before occurred. As soon as the prayer 
closed, 1 observed Mr. Maffitt leave the pew, pass up the broad 
aisle and take a seat with the other clergymen. 

1 was at no greater distance from Mr. Maffitt, while he remain- 
ed in Judge Martinis pew, than the width of the broad aisle; and 
I saw nothing in his deportment like fastening his eyes on ladies 
in the gallery, or elsewhere, bowing, kissing his hand, and waving 
it to them, nor any other impropriety whatever; and I am 
eonfidenU that I must have observed these improprieties had they 
really occurred. 

MARY C.SMITH. 
Sworn before mc 

WILLIAM H. SMITH, Jostice of the Peace. 



The reasons of publishing the supceeding extract from the 
Rev. Mr. Crocker's deposition, and some of the depositions which 
follow it, are, Messrs, Merritt and Bedding, on the same day of 
their first interview with Mr. C. related the substance of his ob- 
servations to certain persons in Providence. And this part of his 
deposition, though not printed in Mr. B^s pamphlet, yet being 
piade public in Boston, tends to injure said Merritt and Hedding^ 
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" In consequence of having nnderstood that the Rev. Me»* 
^ sers. Merritt and Hedding have as^serted, that in conversation 
^ with them at two different tifnes, in relation :to Mr. Maffitt, that 
^^ I considered him, Mr. Maffitt, to he a g«od man, and a christian, 
^^ I assert, that I did not at any such lime say that he was a good 
^^ man or a christian; on 'the contrary, the whole tenor of my con- 
^' versation with those gentlemen went to show, that he was un- 
*' grateful and perfidious^, and that his manners in private, and of- 
'^ ten in puhlic, were light, and cori*upting in their influence. 
^ I am surprised, and cannot believe, that such a construction 
^^ could he put on my conversation, by those gentlemen ; so con- 
'♦'trary to the literal and obvious meaning of the express40DS I 
'^ used ; and to my settled convictions with regard to the charac- 
" ter of Mr. Maffitt.'» 

Signed. N. B. CROCKER. 



I certify that the above is an extract from the deposition of Na- 
Iban B. Crocker, of Providence, in the state of Rhode Island, taken 
before W. Aplin, esq.. Justice of the Peace — which deposition was 
intended to be used (among others which accompanied it) in the 
case of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts against JosephgfijT. 
JBackingham, for an alleged libel on John N. Mafiitt. 

JOSEPH H. PIER'^E. , 

Boston^ JamMTjf, 9//i, 18^3. 



I, Timothy Merritt, of Providence, on oath sny, that about the 
14th of November last, 1 waited on the Rev. Nathan B. Crocker, 
of Providence, in company with the Rev. Elijah Hedding, and Mr. 
William Motley, who were a committee from the Methodist Epis- 
jcopal Church in Boston, to enquire into the truth or falsehood of 
certain charges brought against John N. Maffitt, by the editor of 
the New-England Galaxy; when, being in the study of the Rev. 
Mr. Crocker, the object of the committee was made known, and 
the Rev. Mr. C. w^as desired to state what Be knew of the truth of 
the charges against said MalSitt, in said Galaxy. He, (Rev. Mr. 
Crocker) answered, to the best of my recollection, that' of tlie 
- truth of the charges in the Galaxy he knew nothing, but had heard 
many things. He mentioned some smaller things which he had 
noticed in Mr. M., and which he considered improper ; particular- 
ly I recollect that he said, Mr. M. once stopped about midwav from 
the door to the altar, and glancing his eyes around the congrega- 
tion, 6xed them on some ladies in the gallery, to whom he bowed. 
He closed his observations with saying, that notwithstanding all his 
indiscretions he hoped, or believed, (my impression is that he said 
he hoped) he ^vas a got)d man still. Mr. C. treated the commutes. 
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with christian politeness, and discovered a spirit of mildness and 
moderation through the whole towards Mr Maffitt. 1 recollect 
distinctly that, immediately on going out of Mr. Crockers study 
it was observed among us, that Mn C. had treated Mr. Mafiitt withi 
g^eat candour ; that he had said as much or more/ for him than 
against him ; and that the hardest word he had used against Mr« 
M. was that of indiscretions. 

TIMOTHY MERRITT. 



I, Elijah Hedfiing of Boston, in the state of Massachusetts, on 
oath say, that on, or about the 14th of November last, in compa- 
ny with Jlev T, Merritt and Mr. Wm. W. Motley, I called on the 
Rev. Nathan B. Crocker of Providence ; and in a room where 
no one was present (to my knowledge) ^ut the three above men- 
tioned and Mr. Crocker ; one of us informed Mr. Crocker, that Mr. 
Motley and myself, as a committee from the Methodist Church in 
Boston, had come to Providence to inquire respecting the conduct 
or character of Mr. John N. Maffitt. And some one »>f us informed 
Mr. Crocker that we had called on him for that purpose, and 
asked him if he knew any. of the facts stated against Mr. Maf* 
fitlWii the New-England Galaxy of the 18th of October. To 
which Mr. Crocker replied, that he knew none of those facts;' 
but said what implied he had heard of them, and believed some 
of them. He then related a number of stories he had heard, 
and one or two trifling circumstances which he had seen, and 
said he believed Mr. Maffitt had been very indiscreet, or impru- 
dent ; I ihink he used both the last words. These last words 
I understood him to apply to all the improprieties he had 
heard of, or seen in Mr. Maffitt From the proceeding state- 
ments, 1 supposed Mr. Crocker to signify, that he did not believe 
Mr. Maffitt to be justly chargeable with any thing wofse than in- 
discreet or imprudent conduct. And, after making some other 
observations, the particulars of which I do not remember, Mr. 
Crocker said of Mr. Maffitt, '^ I cannot help hoping he is a good 
man ;" or, " I believe he is a good man." I am not certain which 
of the above expressions Mr. Crocker used, but I believe it was 
the first. 

ELIJAH HEDDING. 



I, William W. Motley, of Boston, in the state of Massachusetts, 
on oath say, that on, or about the 14th of November last, T. Mer- 
ritt, E. Hedding, and myself called on Rev. Nathan B. Crocker of 
Providence, at his house. And in a room where there was no 
person present except us four, Mr. Merritt informed Mr. Crocker, 
that Mr. Hedding and myself were appointed by the Methodist 
Church in Boston, to make inquiries in Providence, respecting the 
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coaduct of J. N. Maffitt. After which some one said to Mr. Crock- 
er, we have called on you for that purpose, and wish you to in- 
form us if you know any thing relating to the charges against him, 
puhlished in the New-England Galaxy of the 18th of October last. 
To which he replied, 1 have no personal knowledge of these facts, 
all 1 know of them is, by report. And after making many obser- 
vations, Mr. Crocker said, I cannot help hoping Mr. Maffitt is a 
good man at heart. And afterwards he said, I believe Mr Maffitt 
is an honest maa at heart. This was at our first interview with 
Mr. Crocker. 

WM. W. MOTLEY. 
Sworn to this tenth day of Jjinuary A. Di 1823, 
Before me, 

H. M. Willis, Justice of the peace. 

In November l^st, Mr. Motley and Mr. Elijah Hediling from 
Boston, a committee from the Methodist Society ther^, and Mr. 
Merritt, the Methodist minister of this town, informed me they had 
been to call on Mr. Nathan B. Crocker, of this town, to hear what 
Mr. Crocker might know or say of Mr. John N. Maffitt. Immedi- 
ately after their return from Mr. Crocker's, they informed me that 
Mr. Crocker treated the enquiries they made like a christian, and 
said he thought Mr. Maffitt a good man (I soon after made a me- 
morandum of what the gentlemen told me, which I have now by 
me). They also told me that Mr. Crocker said, Mr. Maffitt had 
committed some indiscretion and nothing more. 

JOSEPH S. MARTIN. 



I affirm that at the house of Mr. J. B. Wood, of Providence, I 
heard Rev. Nathan B. Crocker allow, that he had said to Rev. 
Messrs. Hedding, M-jrritt, and Mr Motley, he could not but hope 
that Rev. Mr. Maffitt was a christian. 

This allowance was made Dec 31, 1822. 

J. FILLMORE. 



^Mcry, How could Mr. Maffitt be a '^ good man y'^'^ and a ^'perfi- 
dimts^^ man at the same time ? 

Mr. Crocker deposed, when speaking of Mr. A. Jones, jun. 
" I believe him to have been actuated by high and honorable 
motives." We will not dispute but the motives of Mr. C. were 
'' /li^^," and " honorable'^'* also, but we seriously doubt the cor- 
rectness of his judgment, and the perfection of his prtidence^ when 
he declared to the VVo^ld^, with the oath of God upon him, that 
Mr. Maffitt kissed his hand, and waved it to the ladies. 

We do not doubt but Mr> C. believed what he said : and we feel 
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In our hearts to make maoy apologies both for his mistakes, antf 
for those of Mr. J. jnn. under the consideration, that they were 
near neighbours to the Committee op Five. 

We are of the opinion, however, that Mr. Maffittwas not- guilty 
of this indecent transaction. 

(n relation to wbtit Mr. M. said of his income beitig about fif- 
teen hundred dollars. We judge it an unguarded and imprudent 
statement ; and we would not encourage any of our preachers to 
entertain such expectations. Nevertheless, knowing something 
of Mr. M.'s expenses — the circumstance of his being appointed a 
missionary — the allowance made him from the missionary fund — 
the liberty given him to receive collections — and the willingness of 
the people to contribute to his support — it does not appear strange 
to us, that a n>an of his turn of mind, should suppose his income to 
be equal to that amount ; and we see, in this observation, no evi- 
idence of designed falsehood. 

With regard to what Mr. M. said of his being a methodist to 
the back bone. . He does not deny saying so t«> Mr. Anthony, bat 
has no recollection of denying to Mrs. C. that he did make the 
observation. We think there is much room for misunderstandings 
and forgetfulness on both sides, without giving any one the lie ; and 
as Mrs. C. has not met with us> according to invitation, that we 
might question her respecting the facts, we judge there is no good 
reason for us to take further notice of a deposition, giyen in the 
absence of the party implicated. 

If some females had been a little more reserved in th^ir atten- 
tionsf to Mr. Maffitt, we doubt not but many of the reproaches 
which he has sniTered, would have been avoided. 

To explain the deposition of Mr. Prentice, and to show the ori- 
gin of several of the difficulties in Providence ; — particularly the 
opposition of Mr. A. Jones, jun. to Mr, Maffitt, we refer the Jreader 
to the following deposition. 



I, Lydia Turpin, of Providence, ou oath say, that I knew Rev. 
John N. Matlitt in Boston before he had ever preached in Provi- 
dence, and was at hi? house in Boston Trequently. I returned to Pio- 
videncethe last week in June last, and understood with pleasure liiat 
Mr. Maffitt's preaching was well attended, and that there appeared 
to be much attention to religion by numbers of his hearers. On the 
evening previous to Mr. Maffitt's leaving Providence for Boston, I 
think it was in August last, Mr. John Prentice sent to Mr. Maffitt a. 
letters he (Mr. Maffitt) being at Rev. Mr. Wilson's at that time ; 
which letter I have seen and heard read several time?*. In that let- 
ter, Mr. Prentice charged Mr. Maffitt, among other things, nearly 
in the following words : " And did you not say to Mrs, Turpin, 
that your abhorrence of Mr. Wilson's family was so great that you 
had rather leave town than go to his house ?" 

This letter was received by Mr. Maffitt while at tea with scv- 
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eral others, at Mr. Wilsoa's. Mr. Maffitt, after reading tbU letter 
himself, handed it to one at tabic, who was requested to read it 
aloud, and did so. 

On the following morning, I was at Mr. Wilson's house, where 
the letter was read and commented upon by several in my hear- 
ing. I told Mr. Maffitt, just before he started for Boston, on the 
morning, that that part of Mr. Prentice's letter to him which re- 
lated to myself was false, Mr. Maffitt begged me not to give my- 
self the least concern, as he did not believe it. 

A few days after this, I went in order to see Mr. Prentice, 
who is a men^ber of the same church with me, to enquire of him' 
his reason for writing that letter to Mr. M., and introducing my 
tiame into it in support of such an accusation against him. Mr. 
Prentice not being at home, I asked Mrs! King, who resided in the 
i^ame house, and who is also a member of the same church with 
me, how Mr. Prentice came to use my name in his letter to Mr. 
Maffitt, and make me his acc'user. Mrs. King replied to me in 
nearly these words : " There ! how sorry I am. 1 went up stairs 
two or three times while Mr. Prentice was writing, and when he 
had. finished the letter, he brought it down, and read it to nfie. 
When he came to that part," said Mrs. King, " respecting the 
abhorrence of Mr. Wilson's faniily, 1 told him he must scratch 
that part out, for Mrs.pTurpin never said it, and would deny it, and 
that would make a difficulty. 

Mr. Prentice an^were*!, that he could not alter his letter then' 
without interlining; that Mr. Maffitt would not show it, and that 
when he saw him he would explain it to him." I (deponent) then 
said, Mr. Prentice, it seems, is willing that Mr. Maffitt should leave 
town , under the impression that i had told a lie. 

On the morning of Mr. Maffilt's departure for Boston, before 
mentioned, Mr. Prentice called at Rev. Mr, Wilson^s, and in my 
presence took the letter above mentioned, which Mr. Maffitt had 
left there. 

I heard Mr. Prentice state before a cortjmittee of our church, 
that he obtained from A. Jones, jr., that Mr. Maflilt had spoken 
disrespectfully of Mr. Wilson's famify, 4*c ; that very soon after he 
left Mr. Jones, jun. Mr. A. Jones, jr. called upon him, and request- 
ed him not to mention any thing of what he had said to him ; that 
he replied to Mr. A. Jones, jun., that he certainly should mention 
it ; that Mr, Jones, jun. replied, that he was sorry he had said any 
thing, and begged him not to mention it. Mr. Prentice said, he. 
then replied, he would consent not to mention it on one condition, 
namely, that he (Mr. Jones, jun.) should himself acquaint Mr. Wil- 
son with it. After Mr. A. Jones, jr. had become opposed to Mr. 
M. I had a conversation with him on the subject at Rev. Mr. Mer- 
ritt's. 1 requested him to go and be reconciled with his brotherin 
Christ, and said much to him, and quoted several texts in support 
of the duty of exercising a spirit of love in all things. I well re- 
4 
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collect, that when he left the room he said, he had been cosstrain- 
^(i to !:ay what he had, nnd now was determined to stand by his 
own character. 

LYDIA* TURPIN. 



lu relation toaZ/ the other depositions taken, and designed to be 
used in court, in dele nee of Mr. B., and which were supposed to 
implicate Mr. M., some of tlte council havincr read them all, and 
finding that some of them contais no facts worthy of notice, others 
state things we have already considered, but afford no additional 
evidence, we judge it unnecessary to take further notice of them. 

The following depositions are to show the rtal sickness, and 
general character of Mr. M. while in Providence. 



1, John Mackie, of Providence^ state of Rhode Island,&c. physi- 
cian, testify, and Say, that I repeatedly visited professionally, the 
Rcf. JohnN. Maffitt, in this town, from the 12th of June to the 
10th of October, 1822 — that he was frequently severely and dan- 
gerously indisposed in body, and occasionafly in mind — that on the 
fourth of July, on my first visit, I found him so much reduced, 
having repeatedly fainted, that his extremities bad become exten- 
sively cold, and his pulse imperceptible at the wrist, and so much 
exhausted,- that 1 should not have been surprised if he had died in. 
the course of the day — that I have no doubt, on any occasion, of 
the reality of the disease of his body, nor of the disordered state of 
his mind — that in the former 1 think I could not possibly, while ia 
the latter, I might, have been deceived — =that bis indisposition ap- 
peared to be generally the eflect of too great exertions in the dis- 
charge of his professional duties. I also say, that so far as my per- 
sonal knowledge extends, his deportment, in health, was never, 
ynbecoming the gentleman and Christian minister, and also, that I 
never expected, nor have ever received any compensation for my 
professional services,' except the grateful acknowledgments of the 
patient and his friends. 

J. MACKIE. 

I, Mary Jones, wife of Alexander Jones, of Providence, on oath 
say, that Rev. John N. Maffitt came to our house, in July last, and 
staid by invitation with us about foui; weeks, as near as I can re- 
collect. I never saw during the time he was in our family, nor at 
any other time, any thing in his conduct improper, or inconsistent 
with the character of a gentleman, a christian, or a christian min.- 
ister. 1 never suspected he was not a good man, and never had 
such a thought of him. 

I read the sermon of Walker which Mr. Maffitt is said to have 
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ipreached at North Providence, and which was handed me, by m^ 
son, Alexander Jones, Jr. with a view to ascertain the time it 
would probably take in the delivery. It took me between 25 and 
30 minutes to read it, deliberately. 

1 never had such a thought as, that Mc. M. feigned sickness 
while at our housn. 

ft 

MARY JONES. 



I, Eliza R. Wood, wife of Col. J. B. Wood, of Providence, on oath 
say, that Rev. J. N. Maffitt, was at our house several different 
times, a week at one timo, aod was often in and out, as one of 
the family. I never have seen any thmij in Mr. M. that I thought 
unbecoming a gentleman, or a Christian minister. I think it was 
impossible any one could have feigned the sickness which Mr. M. 
iiudered while at our house. 

ELIZA R. WOOD'. 



In reviewing the numero^is charges, and reports which have 
passed before us, we assure our brethren and the public, th.it, if 
we had found evidence to convince us that Mr. Maffitt had been 
guilty of wickedness, we would not, oii any account, have 
given our consent to acquit him ; nor permitted him, under any 
consideration*, to continue pi-eaching among us. iim with the 
knowledge we have been able to obtain of his comluct, from ail 
the means of information, which have been presented to ns, we 
cannot yield to the public clamor, in abandoning -him as an impos- 
tor. V 

It is unnecessary for us to recapitulate ini?tances we have per- 
ceived, of his deficiency in judgment and prudence. We are con- 
scious he needs the forbearance of his brethren, and tlit* comnn?*- 
eration of the public, to spread the mantle of charity over bis 
constitutional defects. The public ought to be informed that, as 
a preacher in our connexion, he is not yet ordained, and stands 
only on trial; and that, according to the rules of our church, the 
Conference have a right to dismiss a preacher on trial, when they 
see cause, even without evidence of crime. 

The Council have given Uim dislinctly to understand, that his 
future continuance, aa a Minister of Christ with us, will depend on 
his becoming more wise and watchful. 

Though the church of oar denonaination in Providence, appears 
bat little affected with the difficulties, which have called us togeth- 
er ; yet, we very much lament the troubles, misuadorStaodings, 
and unhappy divisions, which we discover among some of the 
members of two of the churches of our Lord Jesus Christ. . 

But we are far from being convinced, that Mr. M. has been the 
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Dniy cause. To us it appears, that some of the people have bGeu 
iojuilicious, and were instrumental of this mischief. They, proba- 
bly, laid the foundation of some of these evils, by bestowipg higher 
applause on Mr. M. than was due to any man, applause, certainly 
not proper to be offered to a youth, but litjEle acquainted with the 
weakness of human nature, and the snares if the world. The 
cxcei»sive attachments individuals formed for Mr.TVI. appear to have 
created strife among themselves, each being anxious to obtain a 
greater share in his attention, than he was willing another should 
receive. / And when one was rivalled by the other, that circum- 
stance, mcreased dissatisfactions already in existence, and created 
jealousies of Mr. Maffitt. — Jealous eyes then went out in search of 
hi3 failings, till, in a short time, indiscretions were magnified into 
crimes ; and some of those fyho had been Mr. M's warmest friendS) 
soon became his accusers; and some who had been at variance be- 
fore, dropped their aniinosity, and united to n^ake MtM . the object 
of their indignation. 

Some of tne raoi/i wiinesseij whose names have been so fre- 
quently mentioned, though distinguished from their brethren by 
clerical robes, and though the sanctity of their titles, has 
given their testimony the greater influence to destroy the charac- 
ter of an unfortunate fellow-creature ; yet, they appear to us, to 
need the same mantle of charity to cover their failings, with 
which we would cover those of Mr. Maffitt. We freely forgive 
them, and all who have betrayed similar failings, and hope they 
will forgive Mr. Maffitt. And we do most fervently pray, that 
discord and contention msLj come to an end, and brotherly love be 
restored to churches, families, and individuals. 

EDWARD HYDE, Pbes. 
J. FILLMORE, Sec'v. 

Providence, Jan. 2, 1623. 
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APPENDIX. 



The following certificates were not received by the Council, 
but coming into the hands of the Committee, appointed to pub- 
lish the pamphlet, it is thought proper to give them a place at 
the end, to show the reader, more fully, what Mr. M^s general 
conduct has been ; and what opinions those hare formed of him, 
who have had the best opportunity of knowing him. The first 
paper is said to have been written by the captain, who brought 
Mr. M. from the Isle of May to this country. 

JWw York^ Dec. 23, 1 822. 

JEsTEEMED Friend, John N. Maititt, 

I received yours this day, dated the 10th. In which 
you requested a few lines from me to certify, in what manner you 
conducted yourself, or rather yourselves, when at the Isle of 
May. 

Here I certify, that I never saw, or heard of the least symptom 
of any misconduct, or any thing different from civil, gentlemanly 
behaviour, and that in a high degree, from the first moment I saw 
you, until 1 parted with you. 

As to the reports you mentioned in your letter, I can affirm that 
I believe them to be entirely false. I believe, I may say that I 
know they are false, for we were in company all the time we were 
on shore, almost every moment, and when on board surely we 
were. 

So my dear friend, or friends, you may tell those reporters, that 
my opinion is, that you and your brother Wm. were as steady, civil, 
and as well behaved gentlemen, as I ever saw, and I can, and will 
prove it by my friends at May, if ever I go there again. If you 
should want any thin^ that I can do, please direct No. 41 Clifl 
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Street. Please give my love to your good lady, and your brotb«r 
Wm. if you see him. 

My family are all well : my wife sends her best respects to you, 
and wife, and Wm. Aad as to my good wishes you may be assured, 
you have them, from the bottom of my heart. 
So with the gmatest esteem, 
I conclude, 

Your sincere friend, 
And well wisher, 

G. COFFIN. 



The following is from a respectable preacher of the gospel well 
known to the committee. 

Boston^ Jan. 1823. 
I certify, that I became acquainted with Mr. John N. Maffitt, 
when he first came to New York, from Ireland, which was about 
the last of April 1819. From that time, until the last of August, 
the same year, he boarded in the same house with me, during 
v^rhich time, 1 had a fair opportunity of knowing his conduct. 
When he first arrived he did not offer himself as a preacher, he 
confessed that he was a backslider, and h:ul indulged himself in 
practices improper for a christian ; he did not lell me what those 
practices were, but on reading the trial of Mr. Buckingham, 1 con- 
cluded he had reference to his dancing and plaving cards, at the 
Isle of May. He stated that he had tried to preach some in Ire- 
land, that he still had desires to serve God, and if ever be should 
be reclaimed, he thought it would be his duty to preach the gos- 
pel. He at times appeared much distressed, was, however, atten- 
tive to religious duties, and moral in his life. He was afterwards 
evidently restored to the enjoyment of the divine favour, and ap- 
peared zealously devoted to the service of God. I never had any 
reason to doubt his sincerity. He had a brother, who came with 
him. This brother was then about 21 years of age. He showed 
me a regular diploma, or certificate, that he had served seven 
years with a physician ; and others, that he had attended medical 
lectures; these circumstances, with many others which an intimate 
acquaintance afforded, satisfied me, that he had received a regular 
classical education, and was qualified for the practice of physic. 
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1 have heard (hern both frequently say, that John was a merchanf 
tailor, in Duliin. 1 am confident that one coald work as well as 
the other, but 1 never had the least suspicion that either of them 
served a regular apprenticeship at the trade, or was ever a jour- 
neyman tailor. I supposed that as their father had been a mer- 
chant tailor, and that John had succeeded him in the business, to- 
gether with the circumstance of their possessing more than an 
ordinary share of ingenuity, in mechanical work, they were enabled 
to put clothes together, so as to be passable. I have an impression 
that I heard John say to his brother, soon after he commenced 
work at the shop, in Wall street, that his work was found, fault 
with. I am positive that he never worked in more than one shop, 
in the city of New York. About the first of September, 1819, 
he came with me to Connecticut, and soon after commenced 

preaching. 

PHlNEAS CRANDAL. 

The next certificate is from a respectable gentleman, of the 
Episcopal church, near New-London, Connect i< \:\. 

As this gentleman received Mr. Maflfitt into his house, as a mem- 
ber of his family, during the time he mentions, it is probable he 
had as good opportunity of knowing his manner ef life, as any per- 
son in Connecticut. 



This is to certify all whom it may concern, that I, the subscrib 
er, have been acquainted with the Rev. John N. Maflfitt, about 
three years, as also with his wife, they having resided in my family 
more or less during that period ; and that 1 can truly say and de- 
clare, that their deportment has been guch as becometh the cha- 
racter of the gentleman and lidy. The Rev. Mr. Maffitt's beha- 
viour and conduct, as a preacher of the Gospel, have been arduous, 
sincere, and successful m the neighbourhood where f live, and in 
the adjoining towns. His conduct and behaviour in my family 
were such as becometh the sincere christian. The good of souls 
appearing to be his greatest desire and ambition. 

JOHN S. MILLER. 

Waierford^ December^ 1822. 
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